There are those throughout our country that say we are gaining positive headway toward the counterdrug effort and that our government should begin to focus its efforts elsewhere.
Others take the alternative view; that drug abuse is still prevalent and is actually increasing. Those with this second opinion believe the federal government should do more to curb this nationwide problem that is effecting the well-being of our citizens. Specifically, advocates of this latter viewpoint believe the Department of Defense (DOD) could and should do more to keep our borders free from the flow of drugs into our nation.
As the DOD continues to review and redefine the services' roles and missions, some ask that it commit more of its resources to the nationsf counterdrug effort. Will the mission belong to the active component of each service, or to the National Guard or
Reserve forces? Or, will there be a mixture of responsibility throughout the "Total Force?" This paper will provide a brief historical overview on the development of our nationsf national counterdrug strategy, and review the basic components of that strategy through a discussion about the feasibility of its iii purported ends, ways, and means. The paper will then address the DOD involvement in the implementation of this strategy, and discuss alternatives and provide recommendations on how this author believes the military should structure itself to fight its piece of the nation's counterdrug effort.
INTRODUCTION
In his 1997 document delineating the National Security Strategy his administration postulates for America, President
Clinton states: "protecting the security of our nation -our people, our territory and our way of life -is my foremost mission and constitutional duty."' He goes on to say that '...the dangers we face are unprecedented in their complexity ... drugs ... are global concerns that transcend national borders...."' To specifically address this problem, President Clinton details the following strategy: 'The U.S. response to the global scourge of drug abuse and drug trafficking is to integrate domestic and international efforts to reduce both the demand and the supply of drugs.
The purpose of this paper is to review the current policy on counterdrug operations; to assess the viability of its ends (as stated above), ways, and means; and to determine the long-term feasibility of this policy out to the year 2010. If insufficient, recommendations for alternative courses of action will follow. To narrow the scope of this broad program, this author will look at one specific area in the overarching counterdrug strategy, the use of Department of Defense (DOD) assets, and provide recommendations for the use of these assets in future counterdrug operations.
THE STRATEGY
In his October 1998 version of A National Security Strategy for a New Century, President Clinton lays the foundation for his administration's fight against the threat of drugs to our nation's sovereignty and way of life.
Protecting our citizens and critical infrastructures at home is an intrinsic and essential element of our security strategy. The dividing line between domestic and foreign policy is increasingly blurred. Globalization enables other states, terrorists, criminals, drug traffickers and others to challenge the safety of our citizens and the security of our borders in new ways. The security challenges wrought by globalization demand close cooperation across all levels of government -federal, state and local -and across a wide range of agencies, including the Departments of Defense and State, the Intelligence Community, law enforcement, emergency services, medical care providers and others.
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The ways President Clinton plans to achieve the above stated ends -to reduce both the supply and demand for drugs through the integration of domestic and international efforts -are as follows :
Domestically, we seek to educate and enable America's youth to reject illegal drugs; increase the safety of America's citizens by substantially reducing drug-related crime and violence; reduce health and social costs to the public of illegal drug use; and shield America's air, land and sea frontiers from the drug threat.
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These four broad goals, the ways this administration believes will reduce the supply and demand for drugs in America, and a fifth goal, to break foreign and domestic drug sources of supply, Law enforcement professionals go to the elementary schools and teach our children the bad effects of drug abuse and the benefits of saying 'no" when drugs are offered to them. This early education of our children through DARE instruction and subsequent reinforcement of its messages through the anti-drug commercials by "people like me" is a powerful message for our youth. It is the cornerstone to an effective demand reduction effort. Even grandparents are becoming involved. The very nature of a long term in-house care and treatment facility is expensive, and with the ability to effectively treat only ten or twelve people at a time, the cost quickly becomes prohibitive in light of reduced national, state, and local budgets .
As currently applied, supply reduction efforts are no less expensive nor cost effective than the demand reduction efforts discussed above. The difference is that supply reduction efforts are more visible to the general public as a whole, and as a general rule, the results of these programs have international implications. These efforts include the interdiction of drugs at our nation's borders and ports of entry, and at ports of debarkation from other countries, in the air, and on international waters. They also include domestic and international eradication efforts. 
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Though there are many avenues the nation can pursue to reduce the supply of drugs coming into the United States, the most prevalent are eradication and interdiction. The U. S.
military plays a vital role in both of these areas, and will be discussed in greater depth later in the section addressing U.S.
military involvement in the counterdrug effort.
TRENDS
In his 1998 State of the Union address, President Clinton said that 'crime has dropped for a record five years in a row,"17
and that "drug use is on the decline. "Is This is, however, normal occurrence; crime rates usually decline as the economy improves. Statistics recently released by the Justice Department tend to verify this trend.
Overall, the Justice Department said, violent and property crimes have fallen to their lowest levels since 1973, when the victimization survey was started. In fact, the rate of property crime -which includes burglary, theft, and motor vehicle theft -has fallen by more than half .... In 1998, 33 percent of the counterdrug budget went towards demand reduction efforts while 12 percent was used for international and domestic interdiction or supply reduction efforts. Fifty-five percent was directed toward law enforcement programs, which 22 address both supply and demand efforts. Since most law enforcement actions are oriented toward supply reduction efforts, it is plausible to assume from the budget data that the trend is toward providing fairly equal amounts of money to both supply and demand programs. Though the present and near-term prognosis is good, current trends portend a bleak future in our nation's counterdrug effort. 
OPTIONS
However, if it is the will of the American people to continue to curb drug abuse in our country, and through their elected officials provide funding for military involvement, then There is also room for an increase in personnel, preferably from the Army National Guard. Increasing the involvement of Army National Guard personnel in the nationsf counterdrug effort should be a major consideration in future Army reviews of the roles and missions of its total force.
The Army National Guard consists of eight combat divisions that are considered part of our country's strategic reserve. 
CONCLUSION
The five general goals of the 1998 National Drug Control Strategy and their thirty-two underlying objectives, the means by which the five goals or ways will be resourced, are allencompassing stratagems that will provide the holistic approach needed to curb drug abuse in the future. These goals are long term and seek to balance efforts across the spectrum of counterdrug operations. They have both domestic and international implications. They effectively address the total involvement of local, state, national governmental agencies and non-governmental organizations in prevention, treatment, and education programs, and delineate feasible national and international interdiction and supply-reduction efforts.
The personnel and equipment of the U.S. Armed Forces provide a valuable resource to effect a favorable outcome in at least two of the five overarching goals. They are: to shield America's air, land, and sea frontiers from the drug threat, and to break foreign and domestic drug sources of supply. In these days of constrained resources, it makes sense to attack the drug threat with all of the available elements of national power. The military has unique skills and equipment that provide a force multiplier in support of civilian law enforcement agencies as they prosecute the counterdrug effort. But as a nation, we can do more.
Militarily, we must realign our counterdrug forces under one command and provide that command the resources necessary to provide continuous and efficient support to civilian law enforcement agencies. The increased military support and greater emphasis by civilian law enforcement agencies will significantly reduce the flow of drugs into our country. Only then will we stand a better chance to significantly reduce the negative effects illegal drug use places on the sovereignty of our great nation.
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